REMARKS 



A. Request for Reconsideration 

Applicants have carefully considered the matters 
raised by the Examiner in the Advisory Action but remain of 
the position that patentable subject matter is present. 
Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the 
Examiner's position based on the Declaration of Mr. Narito 
Goto and the following remarks. 

B. Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-36 are pending in the Application. Claims 
18-36 have been allowed over the art while claims 1-17 
stand rejected. No claim amendments have been made at this 
time . 



C. The Advisory Action 

Claims 1-5 and 9-17 have been rejected as being 
unpatentable over Yoshioka (US 6,413,712) in view of Murray 
(US 5, 686, 228). Claims 1-17 have been rejected as being 
unpatentable over Yamada (US 6,586,170). 
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Applicants had previously submitted the April 22, 2005 
and August 17, 2005 Declarations of Mr. Narito Goto to 
demonstrate the unexpected results of the present invention 
compared to the combined teachings of Yoshioka, Murray and 
Yamada. In the Advisory Action, the Examiner had 
criticized the Declarations since the starting material for 
employed in the tests was a sample of the present invention 
instead of a sample of the cited references. Thus, the 
Examiner was uncertain whether the additives present in the 
materials of the cited references would effect the results 
presented in the Declarations. 

1 . The November 2005 Declaration of Mr. Goto 

Mr. Goto has repeated the tests presented in the April 
2005 Declaration, except that Mr. Goto used samples of 
Yoshioka and Yamada as starting materials instead of a 
sample of the present invention. These tests are presented 
in the attached Declaration. 

Mr. Goto prepared Comparative Sample 801 in the same 
manner as Sample 001 in Table 1 at col. 48 of Yoshioka, 
except that 0.000024 mol/m 2 of compound 11-31 in col. 17 of 
Yoshioka was added. Inventive Sample 802 was prepared in 
the same manner as Comparative Sample 801, except that 
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0.00003 mol/m 2 of compound PR-04 in col. 8 of Murray was 
added. 

Thus, Comparative Sample 801 and Inventive Sample 802 
were prepared using a sample of Yoshioka as the starting 
material. Comparative Sample 801 contained a compound of 

Formula (2a) of the present invention, but no compound of 

Formula (1) . Inventive Sample 802 contained a compound of 
Formula (1) of the present invention and a compound of 

Formula (2a) of the present invention. 

Comparative Sample 803 was prepared in the same manner 
as Sample 1* in Table 30 at col. 80 of Yamada, except that 
compound 0.000044 mol/m 2 of compound 38 in col. 9 was added. 
Inventive Sample 804 was prepared in the same manner as 
Comparative Sample 803, except that 0.000035 mol/m 2 of 

compound R-I-5 in Table 23 at col. 64 Yamada was added. 

Thus, Comparative Sample 803 and Inventive Sample 804 
were prepared using a sample of Yamada as the starting 
material. Comparative Sample 803 contained a compound of 

Formula (1) of the present invention, but no compound of 

Formula (2a) . Inventive Sample 804 contained a compound of 
Formula (1) of the present invention and a compound of 

Formula (2a) of the present invention. 
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Mr. Goto evaluated samples 801-804 for initial fog, 
initial sensitivity, fog stability, maximum density 
increase and color tone. The results of these evaluations 
are shown in Table 8 of the Declaration. 

Table 8 shows that Inventive Sample 802 is superior to 
Comparative Sample 801 and that Inventive Sample 804 is 
superior to Comparative Sample 803. Each of samples 801- 
804 were prepared using Yamada and Yoshioka as starting 
materials . 

Applicants respectfully submit that the cited 
references do not teach or suggest that a 
photothermographic material having a compound of Formula 
(1) and a compound of Formula (2a) exhibits improvements in 
initial fog, initial sensitivity, photographic fog after 
thermal development, maximum density after thermal 
development and color tone. It is therefore believed that 
the results shown in Table 8 of the Declaration are 
unexpected in view of the teachings of the cited 
references . 
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D . Request for Continued Examination 

This Submission is being filed concurrently with a 
request for continued examination of this application. A 
one month extension of time is hereby requested and PTO 
Form 2038 is enclosed herewith authorizing payment of the 
appropriate RCE and extension fees. 



E . Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing and the enclosed, it is 
respectfully submitted that the application is in condition 
for allowance and such action is respectfully requested. 
Should any further fees or extensions of time be necessary 
in order to maintain this Application in pending condition, 
appropriate requests are hereby made and authorization is 
given to debit Account # 02-2275. 



Respectfully submitted, 
LUCAS & MERCANTI, LLP 






By: l/QcQJL& d 

Donald C. Lucas, 31,275 
Attorney for Applicant (s) 
475 Park Avenue South, 15 th 
New York, NY 10016 
Tel. # 212-661-8000 



Floor 



Enel: Executed Declaration of Mr. Narito Goto 



6 




